Message

From: Tanner, Barbara [Tanner.Barbara@epa.gov]
Sent: 2/22/2019 4:57:43 PM
To: Faeth, Lisa [Faeth.Lisa@epa.gov]; Anderson, Steve [Anderson.Steve@epa.gov]; Askinazi, Valerie

[Askinazi.Valerie@epa.gov]; Baptist, Erik [Baptist.Erik@epa.gov]; Barkas, Jessica [barkas.jessica@epa.gov]; Beck,
Nancy [Beck.Nancy@epa.gov]; Blair, Susanna [Blair.Susanna@epa.gov]; Buster, Pamela [Buster.Pamela@epa.gov];
Canavan, Sheila [Canavan.Sheila@epa.gov]; Caraballo, Mario [Caraballoc.Mario@epa.gov]; Carroll, Megan
[Carroll.Megan@epa.gov]; Cherepy, Andrea [Cherepy.Andrea@epa.gov]; Christian, Myrta
[Christian.Myrta@epa.gov]; Corado, Ana [Corado.Ana@epa.gov]; Davies, Clive [Davies.Clive@epa.gov]; Dekleva,
Lynn [dekleva.lynn@epa.gov]; Devito, Steve [Devito.Steve@epa.gov]; Doa, Maria [Doa.Maria@epa.gov]; Drewes,
Scott [Drewes.Scott@epa.gov]; Dunn, Alexandra [dunn.alexandra@epa.gov]; Dunton, Cheryl
[Dunton.Cheryl@epa.gov]; Edelstein, Rebecca [Edelstein.Rebecca@epa.gov]; Edmonds, Marc
[Edmonds.Marc@epa.gov]; Elwood, Holly [Elwood.Holly@epa.gov]; Farquharson, Chenise
[Farquharson.Chenise@epa.gov]; Fehrenbacher, Cathy [Fehrenbacher.Cathy@epa.gov]; Feustel, Ingrid
[feustel.ingrid@epa.gov]; Frank, Donald [Frank.Donald@epa.gov]; Gibson, Hugh [Gibson.Hugh@epa.gov]; Gimlin,
Peter [Gimlin.Peter@epa.gov]; Gorder, Chris [Gorder.Chris@epa.gov]; Gordon, Brittney [Gordon.Brittney@epa.gov];
Grant, Brian [Grant.Brian@epa.gov]; Gray, Shawna [Gray.Shawna@epa.gov]; Groeneveld, Thomas
[Groeneveld. Thomas@epa.gov]; Guthrie, Christina [Guthrie.Christina@epa.gov]; Hanley, Mary
[Hanley.Mary@epa.gov]; Helfgott, Daniel [Helfgott.Daniel@epa.gov]; Henry, Tala [Henry.Tala@epa.gov]; Kapust,
Edna [Kapust.Edna@epa.gov]; Kemme, Sara [kemme.sara@epa.gov]; Koch, Erin [Koch.Erin@epa.gov]; Krasnic, Toni
[krasnic.toni@epa.gov]; Lavoie, Emma [Lavoie.Emma@epa.gov]; Lee, Mari [Lee.Mari@epa.gov]; Lee, Virginia
[Lee.Virginia@epa.gov]; Leopard, Matthew (OE!) [Lecpard.Matthew®@epa.gov]; Liva, Aakruti [Liva.Aakruti@epa.gov];
Lobar, Bryan [Lobar.Bryan@epa.gov]; Mclean, Kevin [Mclean.Kevin@epa.gov]; Menasche, Claudia
[Menasche.Claudia@epa.gov]; Morris, Jeff [Morris.Jeff@epa.gov]; Moss, Kenneth [Moss.Kenneth@epa.gov];
Mottley, Tanya [Mottley. Tanya@epa.gov]; Moyer, Adam [moyer.adam@epa.gov]; Myers, Irina
[Myers.lrina@epa.gov]; Myrick, Pamela [Myrick.Pamela@epa.gov]; Nazef, Laura [Nazef.Laura@epa.gov]; Ortiz, Julia
[Ortiz. Julia@epa.gov]; Owen, Elise [Owen.Elise@epa.gov]; Parsons, Doug [Parsons.Douglas@epa.gov]; Passe, Loraine
[Passe.Loraine@epa.gov]; Pierce, Alison [Pierce.Alison@epa.gov]; Pratt, Johnk [Pratt.Johnk@epa.gov]; Price,
Michelle [Price.Michelle@epa.gov]; Reese, Recie [Reese.Recie@epa.gov]; Reisman, Larry [Reisman.Larry@epa.gov];
Rice, Cody [Rice.Cody@epa.gov]; Richardson, Vickie [Richardson.Vickie@epa.gov]; Ross, Philip
[Ross.Philip@epa.gov]; Sadowsky, Don [Sadowsky.Don@epa.gov]; Santacroce, Jeffrey [Santacroce.Jeffrey@epa.gov];
Saxton, Dion [Saxton.Dion@epa.gov]; Scarano, Louis [Scarano.Louis@epa.gov]; Scheifele, Hans
[Scheifele.Hans@epa.gov]; Schmit, Ryan [schmit.ryan@epa.gov]; Schweer, Greg [Schweer.Greg@epa.gov]; Scott
Selken [spselken@up.com]; Scott, Elizabeth [Scott.Elizabeth@epa.gov]; Selby-Mohamadu, Yvette [Selby-
Mohamadu.Yvette@epa.gov]; Seltzer, Mark [Seltzer.Mark@epa.gov]; Sheehan, Eileen [Sheehan.Eileen@epa.gov];
Sherlock, Scott [Sherlock.Scott@epa.gov]; Simons, Andrew [Simons.Andrew@epa.gov]; Sirmons, Chandler
[Sirmons.Chandler@epa.gov}]; Slotnick, Sue [Slotnick.Sue@epa.gov]; Smith, David G. [Smith.DavidG@epa.gov];
Smith-Seam, Rhoda [smith-seam.rhoda@epa.gov]; Stedeford, Todd [Stedeford. Todd@epa.gov]; Strauss, Linda
[Strauss.Linda@epa.gov]; Symmes, Brian [Symmes.Brian@epa.gov]; Tanner, Barbara [Tanner.Barbara@epa.gov];
Thompson, Tony [Thompson.Tony@epa.gov]; Tierney, Meghan [Tierney.Meghan@epa.gov]; Tillman, Thomas
[Tillman.Thomas@epa.gov]; Tomassoni, Guy [Tomassoni.Guy@epa.gov]; Tran, Chi [Tran.Chi@epa.gov]; Turk, David
[Turk.David@epa.gov]; Vendinello, Lynn [Vendinello.Lynn@epa.gov]; Wallace, Ryan [Wallace.Ryan@epa.gov];
Wheeler, Cindy [Wheeler.Cindy@epa.gov]; Widawsky, David [Widawsky.David@epa.gov]; Williams, Aresia
[Williams.Aresia@epa.gov]; Williams, Bridget [Williams.Bridget@epa.gov]; Williamson, Tracy
[Williamson.Tracy@epa.gov]; Wills, Jennifer [Wills.Jennifer@epa.gov]; Wise, Louise [Wise.Louise@epa.gov]; Wolf,
Joel [Wolf.Joel@epa.gov]; Wright, Tracy [Wright. Tracy@epa.gov]; Yowell, John [yowell.john @epa.gov]

Subject: News Articles (For EPA Distribution Only)

BNA DAILY ENVIRONMENT REPORT ARTICLES

EU Proooses Ban on 12 Chemicals for WTD Review

By Stephen Gardnay
Posted Feb, 20, 2018, 227 PM
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World Trade Organization members have until April 16 to commeant on a draft Eurcpean Union law that would ban 12
hazardous chemicals under the bloc's REACH law.

INSIDEEPA.COM ARTICLES

Endangered Deference Doctring Could End EPA’s Streak OF Court Losses

EPA could soon end its losing streak in litigation over rollbacks of Obama-era policies as lawsuits shift from procedural
challenges to fights over the merits of rules on which courts often defer to the agency, but that outcome faces a growing
threat from conservative federal judges who are looking to narrow or even scrap such deference.

GREENWIRE ARTICLES

Archives: 'Secret’ Pruitt calendar claims 'unsubstantiated’
Kevin B dus, E&EN t

Former EPA Administrator Seott Pruftt, @
Published: Thursday, February 21, 2019

The National Archives and Records Administration has closed its case on allegations that certain meetings were removed
from former EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt's calendar, finding the claims to be unfounded.

Media reports that said Pruitt's aides had scrubbed the ex-agency head's calendar of meetings that could prove to be
embarrassing if revealed in the press sparked an inquiry from the National Archives last July. EPA responded to the
agency that preserves and manages federal documents, denying allegations that records had been destroyed.

The National Archives reviewed EPA's response and decided to move no further.
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"Based on this information, NARA considers this allegation of unauthorized disposition to be unsubstantiated,” said
Chief Records Officer Laurence Brewer in a Jan. 31 lgtter obtained by E&E News under the Freedom of Information Act.

In an interview with E&E News, Brewer said his agency now considers the matter closed. He said the National Archives is
"not an investigative or an enforcement agency for these types of cases” based on its statutory authority.

"We take the action to require the agency to conduct investigations," Brewer said. "We provide oversight. We review
the facts provided by the agency through the formal correspondence and we make a determination on the letter to
close the case based on the documentation provided."

He noted those determinations are based on not only documentation but proposed corrective actions and information
gleaned from meetings and interviews with the agency, which the National Archives assumes "are given to us as
representations made in good faith," he said.

Brewer also said the National Archives planned to take no further steps on the case.

"With regard to what we have required the records officer and records management program at EPA to investigate, no.
We have contacts through the records program. They take their responsibility very seriously. They conducted their
interviews. They met with counsel,” he said.

In its response to the National Archives, EPA said in a letter last October that it keeps two calendars for the EPA
administrator, a public one posted on the agency's website and an official version maintained in Microsoft Outlook that
is more detailed and is released under FOIA. EPA also said it has sought to reinforce best practices when managing the
administrator's calendar as well as continuing records training for top officials.

In addition, EPA said some of Pruitt's meetings had been recorded in other documents like emails and travel records,
such as with a June 2017 meeting with Cardinal George Pell, a climate science skeptic who had been accused of sexual
abuse, in Italy. Further, EPA acknowledged that Pruitt's calendar had been changed but only to more accurately reflect
what had occurred (Greenwire, Dec. 10, 2018).

Asked if that raised eyebrows at the National Archives, Brewer said no.

"We did discuss that,” Brewer said, adding EPA conveyed in its letter that the agency was ensuring "that there is
adequate and proper documentation of what actually transpired to promote greater accuracy and completeness.”

"It's essentially calendar management and from the letter they identify other practices they have put in place, including
records management training for people who are responsible for maintaining those calendars,” he said.

In its letter closing the case, the National Archives reiterated the points raised by EPA, including charges that Pruitt had
kept a "secret" calendar.

"Regarding the allegation that EPA kept 'secret’ calendars, the EPA conducted a review that included interviews with
relevant agency staff and available information sources including the former Administrator's mobile devices," Brewer

said in his letter.

"During this review, no information was identified indicating that any calendars other than the Outlook and public
calendars ever existed,”" he said.

Pruitt has since left EPA. He resigned in July facing allegations that he had misused his public office.
Reaction includes disappointment, bewilderment

Kevin Chmielewski, EPA's former deputy chief of staff for operations, said meetings were removed from Pruitt's calendar
and that the agency had multiple versions of it.
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Chmielewski, who left EPA after clashing with Pruitt, said he was disappointed in the National Archives’ determination,
which has also been posted on its website.

"For being one of the guys who physically sat in the room and was told to do this, it's disheartening," he said. "You had
multiple people who weren't political appointees who knew that this was going on, too."”

Chmielewski said he was not contacted by EPA or the National Archives as part of the review of Pruitt's calendar.

Others in EPA had raised objections on meetings being removed from Pruitt's calendar. Madeline Morris, once the
agency's executive scheduler, confirmed to The New York Times that she was fired after questioning why meetings were
removed from Pruitt's calendar.

Morris declined to comment when contacted by E&E News for this story.

Lawmakers on Capitol Hill also found allegations that Pruitt’s calendar had been altered troubling. Reps. Don Beyer (D-
Va.) and Ted Lieu (D-Calif.) sent a letter last July to the EPA Office of Inspector General requesting "an immediate
investigation" to see if Pruitt had violated the Federal Records Act.

Aaron Fritschner, a spokesman for Beyer, said it's possible that the IG acknowledged the lawmakers' letter "but we have
never had a formal response addressing the concerns raised in the letter.”

Asked if the inspector general opened an investigation into allegations that meeting records on Pruitt's calendar were
destroyed, EPA IG spokesman Jeff Lagda said, "It is the policy of the EPA OIG to neither confirm nor deny the existence
of an ongoing investigation."

Fritschner said there was evidence that Pruitt's aides had tampered with his calendar.

"As to the question of whether the removals were 'substantiated,’ there is both the visual evidence of meetings, for
instance between Administrator Pruitt and Cardinal Pell in Rome, which the Administrator admitted took place and
which were not on his public schedule,” Fritschner said.

He also cited the accounts from Chmielewski who described talks by Pruitt's aides to remove meetings or other details
from the former administrator's calendar.

"The suggestion that these facts do not represent 'substantiation' is bewildering," Fritschner said.

Meanwhile, Chmielewski suspects that if Pruitt was still at EPA, allegations over how his calendar was mishandled would
have been treated differently.

"I think it would be a different case if he was still there. They just want this to go away,” he said.

hitos: e penews net/greenwire 2 019/02/2 1 stories /1060121753

Pelosi plans vote to end Trump emergency declaration
Geof Koss, E&E News reporter
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Hévusé éaker resi et Trump’s
emergency declaration. C-SPAN
Published: Thursday, February 21, 2019

The House will vote within weeks to terminate President Trump's emergency declaration that allows the White House to
circumvent Congress and redirect federal funding to build a wall along the U.S.-Mexico border, Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-
Calif.) told members yesterday.

Rep. Joaquin Castro (D-Texas) will introduce a resolution tomorrow to end the emergency Trump declared last week,
Pelosi said in a "Dear Colleague" letter released by her office last night that urged all members to co-sponsor the
measure.

Trump's proclamation "undermines the separation of powers and Congress's power of the purse, a power exclusively
reserved by the text of the Constitution to the first branch of government," Pelosi wrote.

"The president's decision to go outside the bounds of the law to try to get what he failed to achieve in the constitutional
legislative process violates the Constitution and must be terminated. We have a solemn responsibility to uphold the
Constitution, and defend our system of checks and balances against the president's assault," she said.

Rep. Betty McCollum {D-Minn.), who chairs the Interior, Environment and Related Agencies Appropriations
Subcommittee, echoed the constitutional concerns in a Twitter post announcing her backing for the resolution.

"President Trump's #iFakeEmergency undermines Congress’ power of the purse,” McCollum tweeted this morning. "As a
Member of Congress, | took a vow to uphold the U.S. Constitution and | take it seriously — so I'm strongly supporting the

resolution to terminate this emergency declaration."

Under the National Emergencies Act (NEA), Congress can terminate presidential emergency declarations by simple
majority votes in both chambers, although the president retains the power to veto such a resolution.

It may be an uphill fight to win the two-thirds majority necessary in both chambers to override a veto, but if Congress
were to even send the measure to the White House, it would be a powerful rebuke of Trump.

Pelosi said the House will move "swiftly" to pass the resolution, which she said will clear committee within 15 calendar
days and will receive a floor vote within three additional days, as required under the NEA.
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Should the measure pass the House as expected, Senate Republican leaders are powerless to prevent the resolution
from coming up for a vote in that chamber.

Assuming the 47 Democratic senators all support the resolution, they would need to pick off four Republicans to rebuke
Trump on the emergency.

The White House's decision to not target previously appropriated emergency disaster funds or to redirect monies for
Army Corps of Engineers flood-control projects may have helped tamp down defections among Republican lawmakers,
although there remains bipartisan unease over plans to shift dollars from military construction accounts for border
security (E&E Daily, Feb. 15).

At least one GOP senator — Maine's Susan Collins — said she may support the termination resolution if it's focused on
Trump's action, which she has said may not pass constitutional muster.

"If it's a 'clean’ disapproval resolution, | will support it," Collins said yesterday in Maine, according to the Associated
Press.

Sen. Lisa Murkowski (R-Alaska), a fellow moderate who is close to Collins, noted on Twitter her own "serious concerns
about this national emergency creating a precedent for expansion of executive authority — something | have taken a
stance against previously."

"No president, regardless of party, should do an end run around Congress to advance their policy preferences,"”
Murkowski wrote. "There is a fair question as to whether or not the president has the authority to declare the situation
in the southern border a national emergency, but the more relevant question is whether or not we should.”

Pushback against Trump's emergency declaration is also taking place in legal proceedings, led by multiple states and
backed by major environmental groups (Greenwire, Feb. 20).

hitos:/fwww. eenews. net/greenwire/20189/02/2 U/ storles/ 1060121745

CHEMICAL WATCH ARTICLES

Echa publishes inventory of additives in plastics

Collaborative project yields information on over 400 substances

21 February 2019 / Alternatives assessment & substitution, BPR, Data, Europe, REACH, Substances of concern
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Echa has published information on 419 substances used as additives in plastics in the EU.

The agency worked alongside EU member state representatives, academics, Cefic and 21 industry sectors, including

additive manufacturers and downstream users, for the mapping exercise.
The plastics value chain was represented by PlasticsEurope and European Plastics Converters (EuPC). For two years, the
collaborators screened around 1,000 substances to identify those used as plastic additives in the trade bloc and to

validate data on their intrinsic properties.

The initiative, which kicked off in 2016, contributes to meeting the World Summit on Sustainable Development’s 2020

goals and to the EU’s plastics strategy.

Data provided by industry on substances manufactured or imported at above 100 tonnes per year helped Echa and a

team of researchers develop a model to calculate the release potential of each substance into the environment.

The inventory does not provide actual real-life or experimental data, Cefic said — only the relative release potential.

Additives are used in plastics to "impart the essential properties needed to make them fit for their specific purpose and
ensure safe use by the consumer throughout the article’s service life", Cefic said.

The inventory covers substances used as:

» plasticisers that ensure the flexibility and durability of cables, flooring and roof membranes;

» flame retardants that impart fire-safety properties to electronics and other household items;

» antioxidants that ensure durability and stability of drinking water pipes and other long-life articles; and
» pigments, heat stabilisers, UV/light stabilisers, nucleating agents and antistatics.

It includes information on the polymer types that the additives are most commonly found in and the expected
concentration ranges.

Going forward

Together with information on hazard potential, the use and release information will be used by Echa and member states

to help prioritise groups of substances for in-depth assessment under REACH.

The project "aims to assist industry in identifying what use and exposure information is relevant to determine safe use

for substances in articles and hence trigger a need for updating their registration dossiers", Echa said.
This information should be included in registrations and also communicated down the supply chains, the agency added.
"Comparing the release potential of additives with the same technical function can also help in the substitution of

hazardous substances with safer alternatives."

Cefic said the inventory is an "important step towards better risk assessment of these substances under REACH and
CLP".
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Companies will be able to use the inventory to further refine the data about uses and exposure potential in their REACH

registration dossiers, it added.

"Cefic and PlasticsEurope members will communicate the inventory to their supply chain to make sure the downstream
industries have the right information about the uses of each substance and its properties.”

In related news, a report released recently by a group of international NGOs said that plastic and its impact on human

health is poorly understood and presents a "global health crisis".

Health-impact assessments have focused solely on the plastic components of products while ignoring the thousands of

additives within the plastics and their behaviour at every stage of the plastic lifecycle, it said.

Luke Buxton
EMEA desk editor

Related Articles

REACH revolution at a crossroads

EU prepares comprehensive micronlasticos restriction

Plastios exposurs a global health orisls, says NGO report

Further Information:

Echa press releass

Additives Inventory

Cefle release
NGO report on plastics

EPA to host TSCA inventory reporting webinar

22 February 2019 / Substance notification & inventories, TSCA, United States

The US EPA is holding a webinar to explain TSCA inventory reporting obligations related to active and inactive
substances.

Last week, the EPA released an updated inventory based on the more than 90,000 notifications it received during its

‘inventory reset’ exercise.
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The updated list identifies 45,573 substances (53% of the total inventory) that are slated to be designated as ‘inactive’.

Once this takes effect, those substances cannot be manufactured, imported or processed without advance notification.

The EPA’s final inventory notification rule, however, contained a provision designating a 90-day period for
manufacturers and processors to react to an inactive substance identification before the designation takes effect by
filing a forward-looking notification {Notice of Activity Form B). These forms will also be used to notify the agency of

future plans to begin resuming use of an ‘inactive’ substance.

On the 13 March webinar, the EPA plans to provide an overview of how to file a NOA Form B and review of the

electronic reporting system. Time will also be set aside for questions and answers.

Related Articles

EPA releases undated TSCA Inventory

US EPA sets T5CA 'inventory reset’ rule in motion

Further Information:

TSCA inventory site

© 2019. Reprinted and distributed by kind permission of Chemical Watch

OTHER ARTICLES

Legislation mproves CA program to ensurs safer products

Matural Besources Defense Councl

The bill would amend California’s innovative “green chemistry” program to improve its functioning and ensure better
oversight of toxic chemicals in ...

Rep, Brian Filzpatrick calls for EPA thmeling on towic PFAS chemicals

The intelligencer

Rep. Brian Fitzpatrick wrote a letter to Senate leadership Thursday asking for acting EPA administrator Andrew Wheeler
to commit to a timeline on ...

Chermours Shippad PRAS Substitute Chemics! o South lersey She, EPA Says

M Spotlisht

Anindustrial chemical that was designed to replace toxic PFAS substances but may be just as damaging to public health
was shipped into a South ...

EPA pocused of dragging s feet with feders! PFAS management plan
Cherdosl Watch
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"We don't have time to waste eliminating one toxic chemical only to have a rebranded version, with similar health
problems, pop back up and take its ...

Legistation improves CA program o ensure safer products

Matural Besources Defense Councll

The bill would amend California’s innovative “green chemistry” program to improve its functioning and ensure better
oversight of toxic chemicals in ...
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